was saying it, to see whether ‘'“'“-“““o wime ne 

autopsy and so forth and then we u Pp0rIed by the conclusions in the 
people have pu^Sd „ to“ “iT "'7“ ° f ' which 
things, they are not sworn...” 3 ’ S3y t0 vanous a S ents certain 

film seized 

for foe bSg “** X ’ ray were ™ed 

cedure and results ” 4 and that th^vf 10 " Staff on 1,16 aut opsy pro- 
National Archives ’and/or £&££? ^ ^ ^ £ ° ^ 

no recognizablelmagej’wWch w^ ° f ? film ( ' pr ° cessed but showing 

agents from a Sdzed by Secre ‘ Servicf 

duri o£ a t psy 21,(1 immedSte!y SS5 - known t0 us 

taken photoiraphTo^fot^ T*' ^ * avap P ho t°giapher had 
Somebody didn’t want that kind nf^ T °°^ ^ SeIf and tilose present. 
HurcheLhs, inr« n S:fN“rjr«f h ”^ l "“"- 
assigned by foe Secret Service to „ oer 28 , 1963, said, We were 
be taken of the President’s car o/th^ 11 '-^* P u/ tUr ® S ° f ' any nature to 
chapter that on the following dav the p" SI vT ^ e , WiI1 learn in a later 
piece of evidence since it hJd ^ President s limousine, a crucial 
or fag™, “SL * »" lte 

deliberately destroying foe evidence’ Tte STZ and rebuilt ’ thu s 
cidence and deliberate action »» T be boun dary between coin- 
“I, James J. HumJs SS ? f ag “ in ^ stepped, 
preliminary draft notes relafoig to bave f < ?f n ^ ed ^ burnin g certain 
Report A63-272 and have officiant NaVd ^ edlcal School Autopsy 

.0 ,«pon B higher Mtote- L N “ 


“hothftrid a crucial eyewitness presen 
tions about anything. Why not? C2lled t0 answer an 7 flues 

apparently ^ by HumeS ’ agaia 

approved” Humes wroL “I James J h Humt m u ‘ acce P ted and 

papers associated with Naval MedicT W ° rldng 
A63-272 have remained in J! M d , School Autopsy Report 

notes and foe holograph draft^fttafi^ , CUStody at 211 times - Autopsy 
manding Officer (J. H. Stover Jr ) ^ t0 C ° m ' 
24 November 1963 NoDane^w’ V' u' Medical Sc hool, at 1700, 
sion.” Why two separated* if^, 1 ” 8 ^ Case remain in m y Posses- 

first certifies that he destroyed his n 62 WOuld suffice? Humes 

to his commanding offiS ^ then SayS he handed 1116111 









COURT-MARJ'MJL THREATS 

are fereatened with courts-martial as follows- “You 

reminded that you are under verbal orders ofthg Su General 

U.S Navy, to discuss with no one events connected wirhtffvi^ ’ 
on the evening of 22 November - 23 SSSTK ““““ 



the President from in from, the^wreTs^iM'clainieJbf^" 5 !! 01 ! ^ ril ihtH-eii 0 

“The investigators did so by showing the surgeon, o w 

TESTIMONY IGNORED 

SBESPg 

C °°°° ai °" '"'" h “* ~>“" ds »*i«S rSenl | 

tradicting the theory he was abom S T?e^™™" > ’ 

sSS~s;a: 

FedemlBnLnoft^Lo^^ ^ * **«s of tte 

ouf tnlh 111, P ° in , t ’ 17181 re P° n 0n tbe assassination had been leaked 

JohnConSyvS^ ■&*? 

^ *,.*</ & e vtideJ f ltof ~ 01 

they discover that this Was impossibleTith the alleged weapon" ^/ 0 Jj fr*"l * CffHtJt flr^^X 



A NEW STORY 




When the limitations of the Mannlicher-Carcano became public 
knowledge, the known facts had to undergo change and a new story 
invented. On December 6, 1963, Life Magazine , which owned the 
Zapruder film, reported that “the 8 mm. film shows the President 
turning his body :Ear around to the right as he waves to someone in the 
crowd. His throat: is exposed - towards the sniper’s nest - just before 
he clutches it.”^i»4^cutside of the government and Time/Life Inc. 
had seen the film until years later, and the Warren Commission knew 
that this description tvas not true. But Life Magazine is admitting, still , 
that the throat wound is an entry wound. The Warren Commission 
reversed the frames of the film to have the frontal head shot coming from 
behind, and Dan Rather stated on television that the President was 
thrown rearward. Next, Gerald Ford had Kennedy waving at the crowd 
in order to bunch up his coat and shirt so that Ford could explain the 
holes so far down on his clothes. This invention didn’t work either, 
because there were too many photographs taken during the shooting.’ 
Note the FBI-SS reenactmentjof the crime and where they have the 
entries pinned on the victim in the illustration. — 

When news of the autopsy *pe*rMsoriginally leaked , around 
December 18, 196.3, Nat Haseltine wrote, “President Kennedy was shot 
twice, both times from the rear, and could readily have survived the first 
bullet which was found deep in his shoulder.” The Associated Press 
admitted on the same day that this bullet “penetrated two or three 
inches.” The New York Times also said “that bullet lodged in his 
shoulder.” As some newspapers noted, why was the President not 
thrown down and protected when his life could have been so easily 
saved? Why didn’t the car drive off at top speed upon the first shot? 

Haseltine went on to write: “The second bullet to hit the President, 
however, tore off the right rear portion of his head so destructively as 
to be ‘completely incompatible with life.’ A fragment was deflected and 
passed out the front of the throat creating the erroneous belief he may 
have been shot from two angles.” The New York Times repeated this on 
January 25, 1964. 

This lie didn’t work either, because there were too many 
photographs to show that the President was struck<M^ 0 liBH^]ong 
before he was hit in the head. * 

Secret Service Agent Glenn Bennett, who was just behind the Presi- 
dent in the next car, said: “I looked at the back of the President. I heard 
another firecracker noise and saw the shot hit the President about four 
inches down from the right shoulder.” 

Haseltine continued: “These are the findings of the as yet unofficial 
report of the pathologists who performed the autopsy on the President’s 
body the night of Nov. 22... The disclosure that a bullet hit the Presi- 
dent in the ba ck shoulder, 5 to 7 inches below the collarline, ...” ThelA/ 

tried this iatfout on us until 0 - 

they found that the bullet would have had to go upwards through the 
President’s body at much too high an angle to also strike John Connally, 
so the entry place on the back was moved upwards by six inches. 

AN EXIT WOUND? 









Dr. Humes wrote in the autopsy report: “2. The second wound 
presumably of entry is that described above in the upper right posterior 
thorax.. . The missile path through the fascia and musculature cannot 
be easily probed. The wound presumably of exit was that described by 
Dr. Malcolm Perry of Dallas in the low anterior cervical region. When 
observed by Dr. PerTy, the wound measured ‘a few millimeters in 
diameter,’ however it was extended as a tracheotomy incision and thus 
its character is distorted at the time of autopsy.” 1 ' The thorax is the 
chest, not the neck. We have massive testimony from the doctors in 
Dallas that the throat wound was an entry wound, and lln j insist 
on it today. 10 Where did Dr. Humes get the idea that the throat wound 
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Secret Service agent Roy Kellerman told the Warren Commission: 
“A Colonel Finck - during die examination of the President, from the 
hole that was in his shoulder, and with a probe, and we were standing 
right alongside of him, he is probing inside the shoulder with his 
instrument and I said ‘Colonel, where did it go?’ He said ‘There are 
no lanes for an oudet of this entry in this man’s shoulder.’”” 

At this point, we must conclude that someone is lying, and that this 
is where the coverup begins. 

DISTORTED PERSPECTIVE 

The alleged autopsy photo of the President’s back was taken, not 
by turning him over and photographing the wound, but by lifting up the 
head and shoulders so that there is a distorted perspective of how far 
down the back wound lies. That wound has been placed all the way from 
the back of the neck, as in the official Warren Commission illustration 
shown by the Committee as JFK Exhibit F-47, 15 to six inches down 
from the shoulder, as the holes in the President’s suit and shirt clearly 
show ; f 0 /_ Wum* •C~T‘ 

WH=f^€a^^sioj5®ssai?iei*t 7 states, “During the latter stages 
of this autopsy. Dr. Humes located an opening which appeared to be 
a bullet hole which was below the shoulders and two inches to the right 
of the middle line of the spinal column. This opening was probed by 
Dr. Humes with the finger, at which time it was determined that the 
trajectory of the miss ile entering at this point had entered at a downward 
position of 45 to 60 degrees. Further probing determined that the 
distance traveled by ithis missile was a short distance inasmuch as the 
end of the opening could be felt with the finger” Where was the bullet? 
We have a receipt for “one missile” recovered during the autopsy signed 
by FBI agents. “We hereby acknowledge receipt of a missle (sic) 
removed by Commander James J. Humes, MC, USN on this date. . . . 
(signed) Francis X. O’Neill, Jr. and James W. Sibert.” 16 What hap- 
pened to this bullet? Since four large “fragments” were also recovered, 
the “missle” (sic) must be a bullet. The FBI and other authorities later 
denied that any bullet had been found. 

So far, this bullet, entering at a downward angle, could not have 
turned upward and come out of the neck. Note that they state the bullet 
was two inches to the right of the spinal column, but do not say how 
many inches down it is from the shoulders. 

The important thing is that this entry wound in the back could not 
have come out of the throat, because it did not go anywhere. “The end 
of the opening could be felt with the finger.” 

All three doctors at the atlfonsv nrnhed the wound in the ha eV with 
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“No, no, that’s no wound,” Dr. Humes said, pointing to the newly 
discovered apparent bullet hole in the cowlick. 

“I interpret that as a wound, and the other, lower down in the neck, 
as just being a contaminant, a piece of brain tissue,” Dr. Davis said! 

Humes: “No, that was a wound, and the wound on the skull 
precisely coincided with it.” 

“But they describe, some of them, the entrance wound they feel 
being 10 centimeters above the occipital protuberance,” Dr. Coe said. 

“Well, there have been all sorts of changes from the original - 
I mean, right and left and mp and down,” 23 Dr. Petty said. Clearly the 
doctors were seeing different things, different pictures, different 
evidence. 

“STRUCK IN THE HEAD” 


| As we discuss the credibility of the witnesses and the evidence upon 
i which this whole cover-up hangs, let us examine the death certificate 
S ' gne o^ y Admiral George G. Burkley, President Kennedy’s personal 
doctoKKjnbeiievably, he simply says that the President “was struck in 
the head.” Then he says, “A second wound occurred in the posterior 
back at about the level of the third thoracic vertebra.” 24 This is almost 
six inches below where the Warren Commission finally moved the 
wound. We note that the Assassinations Committee has now moved the 
wound several inches closer to this back position than it previously was 
with the Warren Commission. 

Humes had placed the wound roughly in the same location where 
Burkley placed it: “Situated on the upper right posterior thorax just 
above the upper border of title scapula there is a 7 x 4 millimeter oval 
wound. This wound is measured to be 15 cm. from the tip of the right 
acromion process and 14 cm. below the tip of the right mastoid pro- 
cess.” 23 These are not the landmarks of autopsy protocol. The mastoid 
process is on the head. 

Under pressure during his interview with the medical panel , from i 

which Dr. Cyril Wecht had been expressly excluded, Humes would not 
| retract his statement about the entry wound in the head. Afterwards 
Dr. Humes was propped for his public national TV appearance during 
the hearings on September 7, 1978: “Yes, I think that I do have a dif 
ferent opinion. No. 1, it was a casual kind of a discussion that we were 
having with the panel members, as I recall it... We described the wound 
of entrance in the posterior scalp as being above and to the right of the 
external occipital protuberance, a bony knob on the back of the head, 
and it is obvious to me as I sit here now with this markedly enlarged 
drawing of the photograph that the upper defect to which you pointed 
(in the cowlick area) or the upper object is clearly in the location of 
where we said approximately where it was, above the external occipital 
protuberance; therefore, I believe that is the wound entry.” This is a 
movement of some four inches from where he placed it in 1963, and not 
“slightly above the occipital protuberance” as the autopsy report said. 




\ . % placed it, and where they could now stiTbit of" ’dZSZ'”?* 1 ™ " aa 

; : 

“THAT’S NO WOUND” 

=SSr%S 

•born the meeting with Humes, md ^o'S^uIere"^? 0 ' r W 

«'^rsrir»“-5 

them^?S I i» d ' dn ', g ? either. But almost no-one heart 

troubling discrepancies 

aSgg^SSS 

or shattered.” These are the ■ t e S<u was not blown away 

Clark Panel saw S P ' Cmres Dr ' 1 «*“ and the 

phot^E* 5££ £ £~ » “*■— «- the 

extend back behind the ear Thk , • P lcI “ res ^d X-rays did not 

pictures Dr Ww-hr *• V ~ s a ^ rees WJ th what the authors saw The 

wound IUs^by 3 ? 2 mUCh lar S er ^TanTe^edc' 

head - ' P ° Sten0r t0 ^ ea ” ^ost from the crown of tS 

rS ; -“S-S^.“5=?i:;s 

testimony ,ha, the Seem, &„ice da lids » Then wh^m dam " 


-4jJ <Wdo^ 





